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have a shared desire in regional sta-
bility. Indeed, in many ways, initiating
a productive diplomatic dialogue with
China on Asian security may be more
difficult than maintaining our quali-
tative edge on power projection.

Again, I commend this excellent re-
port by the Congressional Research
Service which was coordinated by Shir-
ley Kan, a specialist in National Secu-
rity Policy. It is one of the most com-
prehensive, unclassified assessments
currently available on Chinese conven-
tional arms acquisitions.
f

VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, it has
been more than a year since the Col-
umbine tragedy, but still this Repub-
lican Congress refuses to act on sen-
sible gun legislation.

Since Columbine, thousands of Amer-
icans have been killed by gunfire. Until
we act, Democrats in the Senate will
read the names of some of those who
have lost their lives to gun violence in
the past year, and we will continue to
do so every day that the Senate is in
session.

In the name of those who died, we
will continue this fight. Following are
the names of some of the people who
were killed by gunfire one year ago
today.

October 10, 1999:
Delbert Deaton, Dallas, TX; Sedric

Gillespie, 24, Denver, CO; Julian La-
nier, 31, Denver, CO; Maria-Teresa
Marquicias, San Francisco, CA; Dexter
Lamont McKee, 19, Washington, DC;
Cherry L. Minor, 22, New Orleans, LA;
Donald Nelms, 56, Hollywood, FL; Jack
Nowlin, 63, Miami-Dade County, FL;
Joseph Ridual, San Francisco, CA; Noel
Ridual, San Francisco, CA; Cliff Rob-
erts, 22, Bloomington, IN; Baltazar
Torres, 18, Wilmington, DE; Craig Wat-
kins, 23, Baltimore, MD; Derrick
White, 30, Oakland, CA; Anthony M.
Witt, 27, Chicago, IL; Unidentified
Male, 26, Norfolk, VA; and Unidentified
Male, San Francisco, CA.

One victim of gun violence I men-
tioned, 22-year-old Cherry Minor of
New Orleans, was pregnant when she
was shot and killed one year ago today.
Cherry was at home with her two small
children and a friend when her husband
forced his way into her house and shot
her in the head. Cherry was separated
from her husband, who police say had a
history of domestic violence.

We cannot sit back and allow such
senseless gun violence to continue. The
deaths of these people are a reminder
to all of us that we need to enact sen-
sible gun legislation now.
f

CUBA POLICY AND SENATE
PROCESSES

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I wish
we were here on the Senate floor dis-
cussing and debating the important
issues that are in the Commerce-Jus-
tice-State Appropriations bill. I strenu-
ously object to the fact that we are not

doing just that. This bill will not be de-
bated on the floor today, or probably
any day this session. In fact, we will
likely have no opportunity to debate
this bill, to offer amendments, or to
vote on it. The plan is to wrap it up in
an omnibus bill of some sort as the ses-
sion ends.

This is no way to legislate. This is no
way to lead. This goes against the very
basis of what our country is about. Our
Government is based on principles of
transparency and openness. Our proc-
esses are supposed to be open to public
scrutiny and comment.

Robert Hutchins, former President of
the University of Chicago and one of
the most esteemed American intellec-
tuals of the 20th century, wrote:

The death of democracy is not likely to be
an assassination from ambush. It will be a
slow extinction from apathy, indifference,
and undernourishment.

Senators have been disenfranchised
because of a distorted legislative proc-
ess. And that means the American citi-
zens who sent us to represent them
have also been disenfranchised. I object
to how this Congress is being run.

There are many important issues
that should be of concern to Senators
in the Commerce-Justice-State Appro-
priations bill. I will take a few mo-
ments today to address one of those
issues. It needs public vetting, even if
we are being deprived of our rights to
debate it and vote on it.

The issue is TV Marti. This is a tele-
vision station owned and operated by
the U.S. Government. It broadcasts
daily to Cuba. For more than a decade
we beamed TV signals to Havana. The
problem is that no one watches TV
Marti. No one. And under this appro-
priations bill, we will spend another
$9.5 million next year on a television
station that no one watches. Let me
explain.

The creation of TV Marti and Radio
Marti was a good idea conceptually.
With no freedom in Cuba, the United
States Government would beam into
Cuba uncensored news about the world
and about what was really going on in-
side Cuba. The Cuban people, deprived
of their freedoms, would have a source
of news.

What has TV Marti accomplished
since its creation in 1989? Has it pene-
trated the Cuban television market and
provided the Cuban people with infor-
mation that Castro wants to hide from
them? The answer is a resounding no.
Virtually nobody in Cuba has even
heard of TV Marti. According to re-
search commissioned by the Broad-
casting Board of Governors, the agency
that runs TV Marti, 9 out of 10 Cubans
don’t even know it exists.

The same research by the Broad-
casting Board of Governors asked over
1,000 adults whether they had watched
TV Marti in the past week. The answer
was no one had watched. Not a single
person. How many had watched TV
Marti in the past year? One. One per-
son out of a thousand.

Most Cubans watch television. None
watches TV Marti. There are two
major reasons.

First, TV Marti is on the air when
Cubans are asleep. It broadcasts only
from 3:30 in the morning until 8:00 A.M.
TV Marti has to respect international
broadcast rules which require that it
not interfere with Cuban TV trans-
missions. So TV Marti can broadcast
only when no Cuban station wants to
use the same frequency. That is, it
broadcasts when nobody watches tele-
vision.

Second, there is nothing to see. It is
just snow on the screen. The Cuban
government has effectively jammed the
video portion of TV Marti since its in-
ception.

So, for $9.5 million in the coming fis-
cal year, $139 million over the last dec-
ade, another $100 million over the next
decade, we ask Cubans to get up in the
middle of the night to watch snow on a
blank screen. This makes no sense at
all.

Last year, some changes were made
in TV Marti, although they are not
likely to result in Cuban citizens
watching.

Defenders of TV Marti contend that
it is a long-term investment. They say
that someday Fidel Castro will be
gone. When that happens, we will want
to get accurate information to the
Cuban people. Defenders of TV Marti
claim that we will save money by hav-
ing TV Marti up and running at that
point.

I don’t buy this argument. So far we
have spent $139 million to have TV
Marti in place in case Castro suddenly
leaves the scene. At the rate of spend-
ing in this appropriations bill, we will
spend more than $100 million over the
coming decade. That is, total spending
of a quarter of a billion dollars for a
contingency when Radio Marti is al-
ready operating and can get informa-
tion to Cuban citizens. Is this cost ef-
fective? Hardly.

TV Marti is a dinosaur, a relic of the
Cold War. We should not spend another
$10 million to preserve a worthless
skeleton. We should bury it once and
for all this year.

I am compelled by the events of last
week in the Agricultural Appropria-
tions conference to raise another as-
pect of our Cuba policy. Earlier this
year, both the Senate and the House
agreed, by overwhelmingly majorities,
to end the ban on food and medicine
sales to Cuba. The votes clearly re-
flected the will of the American people.
Yet the Republican majority on this
conference rejected the House and Sen-
ate votes and thwarted the will of the
people. They agreed to maintain re-
strictions on the sale of food and medi-
cine that make any significant
progress virtually impossible.

Then, to make matters worse, the
Republican conferees converted cur-
rent administrative restrictions on
travel to Cuba into legal restrictions.
The result is that the right of Ameri-
cans to travel freely, and the right of
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